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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-18 are pending in tills Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-14 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Handelman (US 6,654,721 ). 

As per claim 1, Handelman teaches, "a speech activated appliance system 
comprising": 

"a callers network for enabling a caller to initiate an instructing telephone call" 
(Fig. 2, to/from a telephone network and element 24 "from remote control); 

"a speech activated control network for recognizing and authenticating the voice 
of the caller and processing the caller's instmctions directed to a specific remote 
appliance" (element 54 "speech recognition unit" and col. 13, lines 51-65); 

"an administrative network for interfacing with a manufacturer of the remote 
appliance" (Fig. 2, element 72 "CATV receiver and tuner"); and 

"an appliance network for facilitating the remote appliance to complete a 
desirable transaction in response to the caller's instructions" (col. 14, lines 8-13). 
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As per claim 2, Handelman teaches, "wherein the callers network comprises of 
wired or wireless telephone" (col. 14, lines 1-7). 

As per claim 3, Handelman teaches, "wherein the speech activated control 
network comprises a speech recognition server and a web server, whereby the speech 
recognition server communicates between the callers network and the web server" (col. 
1 1Jines 29-53); and 

"the web server in turn communicates between the administrative network and 
the appliance network" (col. 11, lines 21-65). 

As per claim 5, Handelman teaches, "wherein said payment gateway is 
connected to an external electronic payment processing company" (col. 18, lines 48- 
55). 

As per claim 6, Handelman teaches, "wherein the administrative network 
operates through an administrative computer" (Fig. 2, element 50). 

As per claim 7, Handelman teaches, "wherein the appliance network comprises 
of remote wired or wireless appliances responsive to the caller's instructions through 
computer program means; said remote wired or wireless appliances are identifiable by 
the caller when issuing voice instructions through an unique label" (col. 14, lines 27-37). 

As per claim 8, Handelman teaches, "wherein manufacturers of the remote wired 
or wireless appliances are capable of adding or deleting the number of said appliances 
through computer program means" (Fig. 5B, element 256). 
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As per claim 9, Handelman teaches, "wherein said manufacturers of the remote 
wired or wireless appliance are further capable of changing the billing information and 
other related variables through computer program means" (col. 18, lines 48-55).. 

As per claims 10-12, Handelman teaches, "wherein the computer program 
means is either software or firmware specifically designed to adapt to said appliances to 
respond to the caller's instructions" (col. 14, lines 28-48). 

As per claim 13, Handelman teaches, "wherein the unique label for the remote 
appliance is an identification number or an Internet URL address" (col. 14, lines 1-7). 

As per claim 14, Handelman teaches, "wherein the caller is required to provide a 
voice profile and is assigned a personal identification number for security reasons" (col. 
13, lines 51-59). 

As per claims 17 and 18 they are interpreted and thus rejected for the same 
reasons set forth in the rejection of claims 1-3. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4, The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Handelman (US 6,654,721) as applied to claim 3 above, and further in view of well- 
known prior art. 
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As per claim 4, Handelman teaches a pay television, and encryption and 
decryption (col. 11, lines 20-59). However, Handelman does not explicitly teach, "secure 
debits are affected against remote appliance transactions requiring credit payments". 
Official Notice is taken on the well-known "secure debits are affected against remote 
appliance transactions requiring credit payments". Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use a secure 
debits are affected against remote appliance transactions requiring credit payments 
because one ordinary skill in the art would readily recognize that provides a secure 
transaction for the pay television to watch the selected program. 

As per claims 15 and 16, Handelman does not explicitly teach, transmission 
control protocol over Internet Protocol. Official Notice is taken on the well-known 
"Internet Protocol". Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to use Internet Protocol because one ordinary skill in the 
art would readily recognize that would provide a standard protocol to transmit digital 
quality picture or information to the appliances. 

Contact Information 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abul K. Azad whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3838. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil, can be reached at (703) 305-9645. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner for Patents 



P.O. Box 1450 



Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1450 



Or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 

(For informal or draft communications, please label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Technology Center's Customer Service Office at telephone number 



Abul K. Azad 



(703) 306-0377. 




December 1 , 2004 



